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Table ES-10. Summary of Key NOP Comments

Executive Stlmmary

Commenter Key Issues
Sections Where

Addressed

City of Los • The Wastewater Engineering Services Division determined Not applicable
Angeles Bureau the proposed Program is unrelated to sewers and does not
of Sanitation require an analysis at this time.

Coalition for • Include the Port's GHG Emissions Reduction Plan in the Section 3.2, Air Quality
Clean Air PMPU. and Greenhouse Gases

Communities for • PMPU should maximize utilization of on-dock rail at the Port. Section 3.2, Air Quality
a Better • PEIR should assess availability of existing and new lands to and Greenhouse Gases;
Environment, accommodate on-dock rail. Section 3.12,
Coalition for • PMPU should discourage new near-dock facilities (proposed Transportation and
Clean Air, End Southern California International Gateway [SCIG] and Circulation
Oill Communities Intermodal Container Transfer Facility [ICTF] facilities).
for Clean Ports, • Current diesel-fueled Port drayage fleet should be replaced
Natural Resources with zero-emission systems.
Defense Council • PEIR should evaluate the future of the San Pedro Bay Ports

Clean Air Action Plan (CAAP) and measures such as the
Clean Trucks Program (CTP) and Vessel Speed Reduction
Program (VSRP).

• PEIR should include changes to CAAP and truck concession
measures to reduce air pollution.

• PEIR should analyze mitigations that the Harbor Benefits
Community Foundation can implement to mitigate impacts
from Port growth.

ExxonMobil • PMPU should include options to relocate or expand current Chapter 5.0, Program
Pipeline ExxonMobil facilities in Planning Area 2. Alternatives
Company • Requests PMPU designate the site of ExxonMobil's facility in

Planning Area 2 as dual use (container and liquid bulk).
• Recommends designating south end of former LAXT site as

dual use (maritime support and liquid bulk) to accommodate
future oil operations.

Los Angeles • PMPU should establish policies and procedures for protecting Section 3.4, Cultural
Conservancy historic resources. Resources

• PEIR should include a comprehensive historic resources survey.
• PMPU should include policies that mandate periodic survey

updates.
• PEIR should assess the compatibility and flexibility of

existing and proposed land uses with historic resources. ,
• Allocating a single land use may limit reuse options for

historic resources.
• PMPU should include a range of allowable land uses in the

Fish Harbor and Terminal Island Planning Areas.
• PEIR should include a management plan for proposed

appealable/fill projects that impact historic resources.

Los Angeles • PEIR should include a Traffic Impact Analysis that evaluates Section 3.12,
County roadway and transit. Transportation and
Metropolitan Circulation
Transportation
Authority
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Native American • Recommends early consultation with Native American tribes. Section 3.4, Cultural
Heritage • PEIR should consider the historical context and cultural Resources; Section 3.8,
Commission landscape ofthe area of potential effects (APE). Land Use

• Requests avoidance ofNative American burial sites.
• State regulations should be followed in the event of an

inadvertent discovery of human remains.

National Trust for • Encourage adaptive reuse of historic structures in Fish Harbor Section 3.4, Cultural
Historic and Terminal IslandlMain Channel. Resources; Section 3.8,
Preservation • Allowable land uses should remain flexible to ensure that Land Use

rehabilitation ofhistoric structures is prioritized.
• Include a specific "Allowable Land Use" category that

recognizes and prioritizes the Port's historic buildings for
reuse.

Port Community • Public safety should be a key focus ofPMPU. Chapter 2.0, Program
Advisory • PMPU should address all Port-owned and leased properties Description; Section
Committee within and outside the coastal zone. 3.2, Air Quality and

• Preserve historical buildings. Greenhouse Gases;

• PMPU should include several boatyards and repair facilities Section 3.4, Cultural

for small vessels. Resources; Section 3.7,

• PMPU should include diversified land uses, not just container Hazards and Hazardous

cargo uses. Materials; Section 3.8,

• PMPU should ensure preservation of recreational uses in the Land Use

Outer Harbor and prohibit development of a cruise ship
terminal in this area and at Kaiser Point.

• PMPU should require relocation of hazardous materials from
residential areas.

• 1-710 Corridor Project Health Impact Assessment should be
reviewed and incorporated into PMPU public record.

Riverside County • PEIR should address potential impacts related to traffic (truck Section 3.12,
Transportation and rail) increases in Riverside County. Transportation and
Commission • PEIR should include mitigation measures and alternatives to Circulation

reduce traffic impacts in Riverside County.

SA Recycling • SA Recycling should be allowed to stay at their current Section 3.8, Land Use;
location. Chapter 5.0, Program

• PEIR should evaluate a grade separation alternative that Alternatives
allows SA Recycling to stay at their current location.

• A new facility at the proposed relocation site is not financially
or operationally feasible.

• Operations at the proposed relocation site would result in
potential conflicts with small craft marina operations across
the channel.
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South Coast Air • PEIR should evaluate mitigation measures that would apply to Section 3.2, Air Quality
Quality entire port complex (e.g., reduce emissions from vessels, and Greenhouse Gases
Management locomotives, cargo handling equipment, and trucks).
District • PMPU should establish programmatic policies that will

minimize competitive advantages and disadvantages for Port
operators.

• PEIR should consider mitigation measures that could become
available over the next several years but after PEIR approval
(zero and near-zero emission technologies and Tier 2 and 3
ocean-going vessel incentives).

• PEIR should include a requirement to review and implement
technologies as they become available.

Frank O'Brien • PEIR land use analysis should include Port-owned lands Section 3.8, Land Use
outside coastal zone or off-port lands not owned by the Port
but used to support Port activities.

Janet R. Gunter • PMPU should require relocation of hazardous and liquid bulk Section 3.7, Hazards
facilities adjacent to Wilmington to Terminal Island and Pier and Hazardous
500. Materials; Chapter 5.0,

• Hazardous and liquid bulk terminals should be consolidated Program Alternatives
and relocated as stipulated in original PMP.

• Relocate liquefied propane gas storage facility to protect the
public.

Joyce Dillard • PEIR should evaluate impacts on watersheds, Southern Section 3.2, Air Quality
California Blight, sediment management, sea-level rise, and Greenhouse Gases;
flooding, air quality, geology and soils (methane and Section 3.3, Biological
hazardous gas emissions), migratory birds, marine resources, Resources; Section 3.5,
and wetland mitigation banking. Geology; Section 3.7,

• PMPU should include watershed regional management Hazards and Hazardous
planning. Materials; Section 3.14,

Water Quality,
Sediments, and
Oceanography

Lorna Salem • Port should consider a high-rise hotel with amenities for Section 3.8, Land Use
visitors.

Kathleen • The PMPU should require relocation of hazardous and liquid Section 3.7, Hazards
Woodfield/ San bulk areas away from residential areas. and Hazardous
Pedro Peninsula • Concerned about changing existing open space/recreational Materials; Chapter 5.0,
Homeowners' areas to industrial uses in San Pedro. Program Alternatives
Coalition

Carrie Scaville • Requested clarification of the Scoping Meeting presentation. Clarification provided
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